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Examiner's Remark 

Applicant's amendment, filed on Dec. 26, 2007, has been received and entered into the 
file. Claims 1-3, 9, and 20-30 are pending with claims 21-30 new. Claims 4-8 and 10-19 are 
canceled. There are discrepancies of the status of claims between the claims dated on Dec. 26, 
2007 and the description in the Remarks dated Dec. 26, 2007 by the applicant. The examiner 
determines the correct status of the claims according to the claims submitted instead of the 
Remarks by the applicant. The 101 rejections of claims 18-19 have been overcome in view of 
applicant's amendments/remarks by cancelling the claims and are hereby withdrawn. The 
objection to specification has not been overcome. 

Regarding applicant's argument that Fukuhara does not disclose a code sequence 
converting unit that includes a dividing unit to divide the first code data into a header portion and 
a code portion, a setting unit to set the header portion and the code portion to be integrated into 
the second code data, a header processing unit to change size of the header portion to be an 
image size after being integrated, and generate a new tile part header, and a synthesizing unit to 
synthesize data processed by the header processing unit to be the second code data in conformity 
with Motion JPEG 2000, the examiner disagrees. Fukuhara et al teach or suggest all but one of 
these limitations as in the rejection below. The one limitation that they do not explicitly teach is 
changing size of the header portion to be an image size after being integrated. A new reference 
is introduced for a new ground of rejection. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims 9, 24 and 29 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. Claims 1-3, 9 and 20-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. Claims 1,21, and 26 recite the limitation "changing the size of the header 
portion to an image size after being integrated". This limitation was not described in the 
specification. Paragraph [0079] of the publication corresponding to this application discloses 
changing an image size of a main header to another image size after integration. Therefore it is 
an image size in the main header that is changed, not the size of the header portion. The 
examiner will interpret the limitation as "changing an image size in the header portion to another 
image size after being integrated". 

3. Claims 2, 9, 24, and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 2 recites the limitation "the first synthesizing unit" in claim 1. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The examiner will interpret it as "the 
synthesizing unit". 
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Claims 9, 24 and 29 recite the limitation "each of the frames", "the static images" in 
claims 1, 21 and 26 respectively. There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in 
the claim. The examiner will interpret them as "a frame", "static images" respectively. 

Claim 9 recites the limitations "the second accepting unit", "the first converting unit" and 
"the user" in claim 1 . There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 
The examiner will interpret them as "an accepting unit", "the code sequence converting unit" and 
"a user" respectively. 

Claim Rejections ~ 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims l-3 5 9, and 20-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fukuhara et al (US Patent Pub. No.: US 2001/0028404 Al) in view of Maeda (US Patent 
6,512,793). 

Regarding claim 1 (interpreted), Fukuhara et al teach an image processing apparatus, comprising: 

a compressing unit to compress and encode image data of a static image in accordance 
with a JPEG 2000 algorithm and generate first code data (abstract, Figs. 1 and 8, paragraphs 
[0005], [0035]); 
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a storing unit to store the first code data that is compressed by the compressing unit (Figs. 
1 and 8, inherent from a computer implemented method that the data is stored, paragraphs 
[0049]); and 

a code sequence converting unit to convert the first code data being stored by the storing 
unit into second code data in conformity with Motion JPEG 2000 (abstract, Figs. 8-11, 
paragraphs [0008], [0011], [0018], [0020], [0057], [0063]-[0064] and [0068]-[0069]); 

wherein the code sequence converting unit comprises: 

a dividing unit to divide the first code data into a header portion and a code portion (Figs. 
1-5 and 8-9, the unit that separate the header and the code, paragraphs [0008], [001 1], [0018], 
[0020], [0057], [0063]-[0064] and [0068]-[0069], when conversion is perform, the header and 
code data has to be divided/parsed in order to obtain the correct headers and code for the second 
code data); 

a setting unit to set the header portion and the code portion to be integrated into the 
second code data (paragraphs [0008], [0011], [0018], [0020], [0057], [0063]-[0064] and [0068]- 
[0069], when the conversion is performed, the code is to be integrated in the new signature box 
and code data as shown in Fig. 9, Figs. 10-12); 

generate a new tile part header (paragraph [0057], paragraphs [0063-0065]); and 
a synthesizing unit to synthesize data processed by the header processing unit to be the 
second code data in conformity with Motion JPEG 2000 (paragraphs [0008], [001 1], [0018], 
[0020], [0057], [0063]-[0064] and [0068]-[0069], Figs. 8-12). 

However they do not explicitly teach a header processing unit to change an image size in 
the header portion to be another image size after being integrated. In the same field of 
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endeavor, Maeda teaches a header processing unit to change an image size in the header portion 
to be another image size after being integrated (Figs. 46A-46D and Fig. 48, col. 38, lines 33- 
40). It is desirable to update the size of the image to be the correct size of the synthesized 
image. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of 
invention, to change an image size in the header portion to be another image size after being 
integrated. 

i Regarding claim 2, Fukuhara et al and Maeda teach the image processing apparatus as claimed 

in claim 1 . Fukuhara et al further teach wherein the synthesizing unit synthesizes the first code 
data and converts the first code data being synthesized into a single data sequence of the second 
code data where images aligning a plurality of static images are compressed and encoded 
(abstract, Figs. 1, 7, and 9-12, paragraphs [0008], [001 1], [0018], [0020], [0057], [0063]-[0064] 
and [0068]-[0069], Pi-Pi are images aligning a plurality of static images as in Figs. 1 1-12, 
paragraph [0067]). 

Regarding claim 3, Fukuhara et al and Maeda teach the image processing apparatus as claimed 
in claim 1. Fukuhara et al further teach the apparatus comprising: 

a decompressing unit to decompress the first and second code data (paragraphs [0002], 
[0004]-[0005], [0008], [0011], [0018], [0020], [0043], [0048]-[0049], [0057], [0059], [0063]- 
[0064] and [0068]-[0070]); and 
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a displaying unit to display the frames showing image data in chronological order at a 
display unit after the first and second code data are decompressed (paragraphs [0015]-[0016] 
[0043], and [0070]). 

Regarding claim 20, Fukuhara et al and Maeda teach the image processing apparatus of claim 1 . 
Fukuhara et al further teach the apparatus comprising: 

an image pickup device to image the static image, wherein the compressing unit 
compresses and encodes image data generated from the image pickup device (paragraphs [0006]- 
[0008] and [0017]); 

a decompressing circuit to decompress and decode the code data of the first code data or 
the second code data (paragraphs [0002], [0004]-[0005], [0008], [0011], [0018], [0020], [0043], 
[0048]-[0049], [0057], [0059], [0063]-[0064] and [0068]-[0070]). 

Claims 21-23 and 25 are the corresponding method claims of claims 1-3 and 20. Fukuhara et al 
teach a method (abstract, paragraphs [0012] and [0016]). Claims 26-28 and 30 are the 
corresponding computer readable medium claims of claims 1-3 and 20. Fukuhara et al teach a 
computer readable medium (abstract, paragraphs [0049], memory is computer-readable medium, 
also inherent from a computer implemented method that computer readable medium is taught). 
Thus Fukuhara et al and Maeda teach claims 21-23, 25-28 and 30 as evidently explained in the 
above-cited passages. 
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Regarding claims 9, 24 and 29, Fukuhara et al and Maeda teach the image processing apparatus, 
method and article of manufacture as claimed in claims 1,21 and 26. Maeda teaches an 
accepting unit accepts a request of an integration degree from a user (col. 5, lines 26-35, Figs. 
34, 36, 39, col. 25, lines 1-8 and lines 26-29 and lines 61-64, col. 26, lines 3-35 and lines 40- 
49, the more objects are selected, the higher the degree, col. 27, lines 35-44, integration order 
can be regarded as the integration degree); and a unit determines a number of the static images 
to form each of the frames based on the integration degree accepted by the accepting unit (col. 
5, lines 26-35, Figs. 34, 36, 39, col. 25, lines 1-8 and lines 26-29 and lines 61-64, col. 26, lines 
3-35 and lines 40-49, col. 27, lines 35-44, each object can correspond to a static image). 
It is desirable to let the user visualize the images according to the need of the application and 
user and it is desirable to achieve optimal encoding by integrating several images into one frame 
(col. 1, lines 19-22 of Maeda). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art, at the time of invention, to use the method of Maeda to accept a request of an integration 
degree from a user and determine a number of static images to form a frame based on the 
integration degree so that an user has control on the visualization of the images and encoding is 
optimized. 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
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the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yuzhen Ge whose telephone number is 571-272 7636. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 7:30am-4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bhavesh Mehta can be reached on 571-272-7453. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Yuzhen Ge 

Examiner . WENPENG CHEN 
Art Unit 2624 PRIMARY EXAMINER 




